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Osar I’r. Weintreub, 

If your iottor of 5/1 is aot quite tna description of your 
relationship with Skoiniek reported to me, such as your helping arrange 
appearances for ain (which mey ho ar.vonffloue and certainly is not culpable), 
it ia superficially logical. 

Where it falls snort, as 1 see it, is in an uneven concept of 
wi&t is news. If Skoiniek alleges tue world ia flat, tuat is news, if some- 
one accuses Skoiniek of being a crook end worse and offers the proof, that 
is not news. 

Mot n ow^, in wiieego, where S&olniek heads a committee to ''clean 
up” tue courts? Hot news when the utter nnu complete incompetence of tue suit 
cen be* establishes without consultation with a lawyer, by e simple reading 
of tue Freedom of Information Act or what is easier, tne Attorney banei’ul’s 
eamorshtium on it, vuich spells out, in simple language, uL 1 tue prerequisites 
not a single one of whuc a Skoiniek met? 

Not news in Chicago or to the Sun-Times or to Larry Weinireub 
when this paragon od decency demands the declaration that this Freedom of 
Information law, so long sought and so fiercely opposed by those who vsoula 
suppress, is unconstitutional? 

Not news in Lhicago when tuia stalwart protector oi' tue juuieial 
proceed files a suit t..e moat casual raading of which by any informed person 
discloses it is spurious and of ulterior purpose-so not newB whan he imposes 
upon the court and defames end prostitutes tae judicial process- the same one 
fosfc be proclsism tue holy purpose^ cleonising? 

Not news wuer. he blows end chence of carrying further tue inveiti- 
gations to which hu contributed nothing but his litorery iightfingers, 0 new 
concept of civic duty? 

I spare you raoi'e tuat muj^be obvious to you. 

Whether you moke a "career” of the story or whether you have any 
responsibility for whet Gkolnick did is not the point. V.'hat la the point is your 
concept of objective reporting. In practise this mesne Skoiniek only, regardless 
of what tie does. It happens 1 have a repute ti on not inferior M his and unlike 
his, mine ia both international end has never been challenged successfully, never 
once tc my face. Your eminent Albert Janner, for example, backed out of u uebate 
on tus Madigan snow rather than confront ma. 1 am well-known in Luiengosi’rora so 
many radio and TV appearances 1 cannot count tnem ell. I om as legitimate a news 
sourtfe as Skoiniek. Mor-, 1 provide the man-bites-dog traditional news concept, 
for Skdlnick casts ne, the original end most persistent and severe critic of 
both the Arc nibs a and the Secret Service, as their defender egalnstchis defamations 
now, on another aspect, can those Secret Service r.g nte he libelled make response? 



Is it 1 now news to you ond your paper tnat of ter l*e knew tJte man from 
wnorn ue uau stolen tiie work objected he thereafter, no doubt in accord with 
uis concept cf judicial amnesty and civic probity, persisted in the misuse of 
it in 9 legal proceeding ? 

This is Chicago’s "(tejlen the C 0 ui^b" so;nmittee snd w hiCDgo journalismls 
proper attitude toward it? 

As I recall my letter (?no much ether me tori is on my mind, Pkol- 
riek being but another of thevroeny probl me to be met), all I eskef of you is 
suite proper, that you give me shet you properly could to undo the damage he hod 
done* Or is 1&k it tuet you, like so many people on Chicago, also fear that o€ 

V;Uicu lg ic cspabtls in his liraiilees irresponsibility? 

I eiD gled to hear of your doubts about the barren. -Report. Had it 
extended tc reading my work, which is by for tue nest extensive, ycu’d Heve 
knov^more about Skolnick’s A suae of taat phone cell to Kleir’e, the Secret 
Sorvice report on whiea is reproduced in facsimile in niy second book. 

It is simply incredible to me than any mpo-'ter knowing of the Ke-rner 
decision would not tiave chocked anything. Chapter IV of tlv- barren Rep-rt ie 
based upon that which Skolnick alleges is saoprossed or could not bo found, the 
order for tiie rifle, The order and related pepers err actually reproduced in 
facsimile • *?ryfc only would tnlc have nut that entire fakery in true perspective, 
exposing that SIcn Ini ck, .rather th^n being a legitimate n investigator % had eiVhor 
not nderstood toe most transparent English or worse, hadn’t oven road the Report# 

And it certainty is net news when ha claims the suppreesien of what 
he never once asked fori 

1 have not asked you to” get involved*' in any dispute. 1 nave ysk&d 
you apply what were in the days of my experience normal, traditional n: j -£ stonderds# 
If it la true tuet all you did wee "c-vver* whet you dr scribe »s ”e public oc urenoe", 
certainly t*iere is no reflection on you involve: in pro sun ting the oilier sice ofid 
wuut v.lt a ongyou or your psper did not like would be' tile makings of a rather 
sensational story. 

But if you are interested in whether or not I sue him, your penultimate 
paragraph, you might check with the clerk of the sene court. 

Sincerely, 



Eero Id ’Vaisberg 



